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BEFORI THE
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAXRS

~ STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 2013-104
SHERRY ANN PATRICK | DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER
ak.a, SHIRLEY PATRICK ‘ :
26 Gibbs Drive
Phenix City, AL 36869 ‘ . [Gov. Code, §11520]

Registered Nursé License No. 620783
RESPONDENT

FINDINGS OF FACT .
1. © Onorabout August 8, 2012, (”Jompl_ainant Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed. RN, in her official

capacity ag the Executive Officer of the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of Consumer

Affairs, filed Accusation No. 2013-104 against Sherry Ann Patfick aka Shirley Patrick
(Respondentj before the Board of Registered Nursing. (Accusation aﬁached as Exhibit A.)

2. Onorabout July 2, 2003, the Board of Registered Nursing (Edérd) issuéd Registered
Nursé License No. 620785 to Respondent. The Registered Nurse License was in full force and
effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and expired on August 31, 2012 and has
not been renewed. | | o

3._ On or about August 8, 2012, Respondent was served by Certiﬁed and First Class Mail
coples of the Accusation No. 2013-104, Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense, Requem for |
D1Sc,(w&ry, and (}Qvermnf:nt Code smtmm 11507.5,11507.6, and 11507.7 to Reapondmt’
address of record which, pursuant to Eusmess and Professions Code section 136 and/Title 16, |
California Code of Regulation, section 1409.1, is required to be reported and maintained with the
Board, which was and j,s:

26 Gibbs Drive

Phenix City, AL 36869,

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER. (2013-104)
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4, Service of the Accusation was effective as a mﬁtter of laizv under the provisions of
Govénnnent‘(?.ode section 11505, subdivision (c) andfor Business & Professions Code section
124, | o

5. Onorabout August 16, 2012, the signed Certified Mail Receipt was returned to our
office indicating a delivery date of August 13, 2012, |

6.  Business and Professions Code section 2764 states:

The lapsing or suspension of a license by operation of law or by order or decision of
the board or a court of lavy, or the voluntary surrender of a license ijy a licentiate shall not deprive
the board of jurisc_liqtimn to proceed with an investigation of or action or disciplinary proceeding
against such license, or to render a decision ﬂjtispending or revoking such license.

7. Government Code section 1I1506' states, in pertinent part: |

(¢) The respondent shall be entitled to a hearing on the merits if the respondent files a

notice of defense, and the notice shall be deemed a specific denial of all parts of the accusation

not expressly admitted. Failure to file a notice of clefense shall constmlte a waiver of raspomdent's
tight to a hearing, but the agency in its d1scret10n may nevertheless graot a he:anng

8.  Respondent failed to file a Notice of Defense within 15 days after service of

‘the Accusation upon ber, and therefore waived her right to a hearing on the merits of Accusation

No, 2013-104.

9. California Government Code section 11520 states, in pertinent part;

(a) If the respomicnt either fails to ﬁle' anotice of defense or to appear at the hearing, the
ageilc}‘f may take action based upon the respondent's express admissions or upon other evidence
and affidavits may be used as evidence without any notice to respondent.

- 10. - Pursuant to its authority under Government Code section 11520, the Board after
having réiziewed the proof Df service dated August E, 2012, signed byl Kami Pratab, finds
Respondent is in default. The Board will take action without furthiar hearing and, based on
Accusation No. 2013-104 and the docurments contained in Default Decision Investigatory

Evidence Packet in this matter which includes:

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER (2013-104)
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© Exhibit 1:

* Exhibit 2:
Exhibit 3:
Exhibit 4

Exhibit 5:

Exhibit 6:

Pleadings offered for jurisdictional purposes; Accusation No, 2013-104,
Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense (two blank copies), Request
for Discovery and Discovery Statutes (Government Code sections
1150’7 5, 11507.6 and 113507.7), proof of sexvice; anc:’l if applicable, mail
1ece1p't or copy of returned mail envelopes;

License History Certification for Sherry Ann Patrick aka Shlrley Patrick,
Registered Nurse License No. 620785; '

~ Out'of State Disciplihe ( Washington Board of Nursing);

Affidavit of Katherine Arnautovic and Kami Pratab;
Certification of costs by Board for investigation and enforcement in Case

Nao. '3’013 104«

‘Declaration of costs by Office of the Attorney General for prosecution of

Cage No. 2013-104.

The Board finds that the charges and al.legﬁtimns in Accusation No. 2013-104 are separately and

severally true and correct by clear and convincing evidence.

11. Taking official notice of Certification of Board Costs and the Declaration of Costs by

the Office of the Attorney Gieneral contained in the Defanlt Decision Investigatory Evidence

Packet, pursuant to the Business and Professions Code section 123.3, it 18 hereby determined that

the reasonable costs for Investigation and Enforcement in connection with the Aceusation are

a
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$8,860.75 as of October 9, 2012,

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER, (2013-104)
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DETERMINATION OF ISSUES
1. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondent Sherry Ann Patrick aka Shirley
Patrick has subjected her folIoWing license(s) to discipline: |

a.  Registered Nurse License No. 620785

2. The agency has jurisdiction to axijudicate this case by default.

3. The Board of Registered Nursing is authorized to revoke Respondent's license(s)
based upon the following violations alleged in the Accusation, which are supparted by the |
evidence coutained in the De.fa.ul't Decision Investigatory Evidence Packet in this case

| a.  Violation of Business and Professions Code section 2761 (ay(l)-
Unprofessional Conduct, Gross Negligence. |

b.  Violation of Business and Professions Code section 2761(2)(4) - Disciplinary
action by anothef State Board of Nursing. |

¢.  Violation of Business and Professions Code section 2762(a) - Obtaining or
pmssessiﬁg controlled substances without a prescription.

d.  Violation of Business and Professions Code section 2762(b) - Use of controlled
substance or alcohdl to an extent or in a manner dangerous or injurious to |

~_oneself and others.

e.  Violation of Business and Professions Code section 2‘762(&3) - Falsify, or make
grossly incorrect, grossly inconsistent, or unintelligible erifcries in any
hospital, patient, or cher record pettaining to a controlled substance.

_//. S ‘

N
W

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER (2013-104)




ORDER
IT IS 8O ORDERED that Registered Nurse License No. 620785, heretofore issued to |
Respondent Sﬂen‘y Ann Patrick aka Shirley Patrick, is revoked.
Pursuant to Government Code section 11520, subdivision (c), Respondent may serve a
written motion requesting that the Decision be vacated and stating the grounds relied on within
seven (7) days after service of the Decision on Respondent. The agency in its discretion may

vacate the Decision and grant a hearing on a showing of good cause, as defined in the statute.

This Decision shall become effective on{_./ / =Y 4
It is so ORDERED Wm %zz. 2ot a?z

‘Boatd of Registered Nursing
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California

© Attachment:
Exhibit A: Accusation No, 2013-104

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER (2013-104)
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KamalLa D, HARRIS

Attorney General of California

DIANN SOKQLOFF

Supervising Deputy Atto:mey General

KiM M. SETTLES

Deputy Attomey Ceneral

State Bar No. 116945
1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor
P.O. Box 70550
Qakland, CA 94612-0550
Telephone (510) 622-2138
Facsimile: (510) 622-2270

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation Against: -~ | Case No. ;'2'0/ 3 -/ 04
SHERRY ANN PATRICK, aka SHIRLEY |ACCUSATION
PATRICK '
26 Gibbs Drive

Phenix City, Alabama 36869
Registered Nurse License No, 620785

Respondent, |-

- Complainant allczgasé |
' PARTIES |
1.  Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed,, RN (Comp]aina:nt) brings this Accusation solely in her
official capacity as the Executive Officer of the Board of R@gistemd Nursing, Department of -
Consumcr Affairs. | |

2. On or about J‘uly 2, 200”% the Board of Raamtered Nursmg issued Registered Nurse

. License Number 620785 to Shm 1y Ann Famck aka Shn‘ley Patrick (Rwspondmt) The

Registered Nurse License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought .

in this Accusation and will expire on August 31, 2012, unless renewed.
o |
i | |
7 | | o

Accusation
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JURISDICTION

3. This Accusation is brought before tl}f: Board of Registered Nursing (Board),
Department of Consumer Affairs, under the éuthority of the following laws. All section
references are to the Business and Professions Clode unless otherwise indicated,

4. . Section 2750‘ of the Business and Erofessions Code ("Code"j provides, in pertinent
part, that the Board may discipline any licensee; including a licensee holding a temporary or an
inactive Hoense, for any reason provided in Alticle 3 {(commencing with section 2750 of the
Nﬁraing Practice Act. ’ : |

5. Section 2764 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the expiration of a 1icensé
shali not deprive the Board of jurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary proceeding against the
licensee or to render a decision imposing discipline on the license.

ST A”I‘UTORY/REGULATORY PRDVISIONE:
6. ‘Sec*tmn 2761 of the Code states:
© "The board may take disciplinary action, : ;Lgdlﬁbf. a uzrufi&d or licensed nurse or deny an
application for a camimate or license for any of ﬂle followmg

"(a) Unpmfessmnal mnduct whmh 1nc1udes, but is not limnited to, the fcllmwmg

(1) Incompetence, or gfoas negll gﬁmoe in ca;mrm_g out umua,l certified or licensed nuxsmg.
functions. |

"4y Denial of llcansure;, mvocatmn, suapc:nsmn rest‘rmtu:m or any chf:r disciplinary action
apgainst a health care professional license or cemﬁuate by another state or terntmy of the Umted |
States, by any other government agency, or by ﬂnmhe:r Califorhia health care professional
licensing board. A certified copy of the de'c;isijon or judgmmt‘ ghall be conclusive evidence of that
action. ) | | E

7. Section 2762 of the Code states:

"In addition to other acts constihiﬁng ﬂnji:ﬁ*éfess’ional conduct within the meaning of this
chaptef [thé Nursing Practice Actj, itis uhprofe?sional conduct for a person licensed under this

chapter to do any of the following: -

By

Accusation
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"(a) Obtain or possess in violation of law, o preseribe, or except as directed by a licensed

phySl(:lan ancl surgeon, dentist, or pudmtrmt ac:hmmste:r to hnnselt or herself, or furnish or

admlmster to another, atry. controlled substance a3 defined in D1v1smr1 10 (commencing with

| Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code or'any r:lsmgawus dmg or dangamus device as

defined in Secnon 4022.

"(b) Use any controlled substance as deﬁned in Division 10 (commencing w1th Section
1 1000) of the Health and Safety Code, or any dangemus drug or dangerous device as defined § m
Section 4022, t)r.alcohohc bevemgeﬂ, to an extent or in a manner dangerous ot injurious to
hinqself or herself, any other person, or the public or tlo the extent that such use impairs his or her

ability to conduct with safety to the public the practice authorized by his or her license.

"(e) Fal_«sify, or rriak; grossly i_nc:orrecn gm';;ssly inconsistert, or unintelligible entries in any |
hospital, p’atient,.or‘other record pertaining o the: substances described in subdivision (a) of this
section,” | S | ;

‘ . _ A

8.  California Code of Regulations? title 16, s;etion 1444, subsection (c) states; in:
pertinent part, that an act shall be considered to be sﬁbsmntially related to the qualifications,
ﬁmq'tion..s or duties of a regiéterad nurse if to a substantial degree it evidmce;s the prémnt or
poténti,al unﬁtﬁess ofa regiétered nurse to pracf:ice in a manner consistent with the public health,
safety, or welfare. Such acts shall include dishonesty, fraud, or deceit.

COST RECOVERY

9. Section 125.3 of the Code .provides, in pertinent part,‘fhat tﬁe Board may request the
administrative law judge to direct a licentiate foun‘d‘ to have committed a violation or violations of
the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs. of the investigation and |
enforcement of the case.

| | DRUGS
10. Hydrbmorghone (brand name “Dilaudid™) is used to relieve moderate to-severe pain.

It is a Schedule Il controlled substa.nce as designated by Héaijch and Safety Code section 11055,

“and a dangerous drug under Code section 4022.

Accusation
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11. -Morphine Sulfate (“bra,nd name “MS$ Contin”) is a highly addictive narcotic that acts

directly op the central nervous syaatem to 1511eve pam Itis a Schedule II controlled substance as

damgnated by Hc::alth and Safety Code section 11055 and a dmg&mu& drug under Code section -

4022,

12, Mm]uana is a hallucinogenic drug derived frcrm the hemp plant. It is a Schedule I
controlled ﬂubstanca as designated by Health and safety Cadc section 1 1054 subdivision (cl)( 13),
and a dangerous s:lrug under Code section 4022.

13.  Pyxis is a computerized management, storage, and medication dispensing -

system/machine. If is a medieation cart/unit containing all medications used throughout a

hospital.‘ ‘Each Pyxis is -1inlce‘d to the main compﬁter maintained by the Hospital’s Pharmacy

Department where all Pyx,la mformahon is sturmb Medical staff are given actess to the Pyxis via
an assigned pass Word selected by eﬁch medical Employam
IRST CAUSE 'OR DISCIPLINE
(U nprofesamnal Conduat Qut of State Dnsmplme)

14. Respondent has subjected her 11cens;: to disciplinary action meler Code $e\,110n 2761,
subd1v1s1on (a)(4), in that on or about vaembef 1, 2011 ina d1sc: plma,ry action before the
Nm"-ung Care Quahty Assurance Conums.swn (“NCQAC”) for the State of W ashington,
Iﬁ)epartment of I—Iealth the NCQAC Su:-;pended Responden.t § registered nurse license for 24
months. The circumstances of the suspensmn a:re that on or abmut August 1, 2009 through
December 3, 2009, while gmp]pyed as a regmmmd nurse at St, J oseph Hospital in Bellingham,
Washington, Respondent made ‘eifght gro‘s'sly incorrect, or grossly ins:o\nsist&nt. enfries in seven
hosmtal patient records, pertammg to Hydmmcrphone . |

SECOND CAU“SE FOR DISCIPLINE

' _(Grossly‘lnéorrect and/or Grossly Incnnswtent Entries in Patient Records)
15.  Respondent has subjected her lic&r;se to disciplinary action under Code section 2761,
subdivision (2) on the grounds of unprofessional conduct, as defined in se.étion 2762, subdivision
(¢), in that on or about October 19, 2010 thrcnugl')‘No‘vember 12, 2010, while employed as a travel |

registered nurse under contract with Med Staff on the Telemetry unit at NorthBay

4

Agcusation
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B Patient 2

HealthCare/Vaca Valley Campus, Vacaville, California, Respondent made grossly incorrect, or
grossly inconsistent entries in hospital and patient records peﬂai;ﬁng to a controlled substance
andfor dangerous drug in the following respacts
A. Patient1! | : .

1. On November 1, 2010, at 12:32 a, mi , Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of
Morphine for patient 1. Respondent failed to- document the administration of Morphine to pauent
1 ot otherw*lse account for the waqtage of 2 mg of Motphine.

2. On November 1, 2010, at 3:19 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of

Morphine for patient 1. Respondent failed to document the administration of Morphine to patient

1 or otherwise account for the wastage of 2 mg of Morphine.

1. On October 23, 2010, at 12:_05-_2':1.m.,‘ Resmnderit withd;ew from Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilaudid for patient 2, The physician’s order was for 1 mg of Dilaudid every two hours, as

nezded for moderate pain. Respondent administered 1 ing of Dilaudid to patient 2 at 12:20 a.m.

Respondent did not document failed to document the adlnilﬁsu‘ation or otherwise account for the

Waétag& of the remaining 1 mg of Dilaudid

2. On October 23, 2010 at 12:59.a. M., Respondant mthdrew f?mm Pyxis 2 mg of

Dilaudid for patient 2. Respondent administered 1 mg of Dilaudid to patlem‘, 2 at 2:04 am.

Respondent did not document failed to documem the administration or otherwise account for the
wastage of the rammmng 1 mg c)f Dilaudid.
C. Patient3 o

1.  OnNovember 9 .2010 at 1 1'40 p.m. » Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of

Dilaudid for pane:nt 3. The: physu:lan 5 nrder was for .5 mg of Dilaudid every two hours, as -

-needed fcvr moderate pam Respondent ad’rmmstered 2 mg of Dilaudid to panent 2 at11:45 pm,

Respondent admmlsterﬁ:d 1 5 mg of Dilandid in excaas of physmlam s orders to patient 3.

! The patient names will be released to Rasponciﬂnt pursuant to a request for discovery.

'

Accusation
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1. On Qctober 26, 2010, at 11:50, p.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilaudid for patient 4, before th@re WHS a physiéiéu’s order for Dilaudid. On October 27, 2010,
at 1:33 a.m., Respondent documented the WﬁStaéﬁ of 2 mg of Dilaudid.

2. On October 27, 2010, at 3:04 am, Respondent wiﬂidre:w‘frcrm Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilaudid for patient 4, before there was a physiciéql’é order for Dilaudid. Respondent
documemed the administration of 1 mg of Di]a;‘ltflid im patient 4 at 3:10 a.m. Respondent

administered 1 mg Dilaudid in excess of physician’s order. On October 27, 2010, at 3:21 p.m.,

Respondent documented the wastage of 1 n'ig of Dilaudid.

3. OnOetober 27, 2010, at 4:09 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilaudid for patient 4, before there was a physician’s order for Dilaudid. Respondent |
décumcnted the administration of 1 mg of Dilaudid to paﬁen’t 4 at 4:10 am.- Respondent
administered 1 mg Dilaudid in excess of plﬁgﬁician’s order. Respondent dwumentéd the wagtdg&
of 1 mé of Dilaudid at 4:35 p.am.

wp
»

4, On October 27, 2010, at 5:10:p. m., documemed the administration of 1 mg of

Dﬂaudid for patient -’-1- when there Waa no corresponding withdrawal of the Dilaudid from P}m&

A physician’s order f‘c)r 1 mg of Dilaudid intravenous pyelagram was written at 5:00 a.m.
.5 " On October 27,2010, at 6:36 pum. Respondent withdrew from Pyx15 2 mg of

Dilaudid for patient 4, in excess of physician’s orders. Respondent documented the

administration of 1 mg of Dilaudid to patient 4 at 7:03 p.m. Respondent failed to document or

otherwise account for the administration or wastage of the remaining 1 mg of Dilaudid,
E. Patient5

1. OnOctober 27, 2010, at 11:35 pam, Respondenf withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of

- Dialaudid for patient 5. On October 28, 2010, at 12:00 a.m., Respondent administered 1 mg of

Dilaudid to patient 5. Respondent failed to document or otherwise account for the administration
or wastage of ‘the temaining 1 mg of Dilaudid.
2. . On October 28, 2010, at 3:10 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of

Dilandid for patient 3, in excess of physician’s orders. Respondent documented the

6
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administration of .5 mg Qf Dilaudid to patient 3 at 310 am., and 1 mg of iﬁ)ilaudid to patient 5 at
4:03 aam. Respondent failed to document or 'othé‘rwlﬁise account for the administration or wastage
of the remainiﬁg .5 mg of Dilaudid. | o |

3. On October 28, 2010, at 3:44 a.m, Rcspmdmt withdrew from Pyxis 4 mg of
Moxphine for Iz;atient 5. Respondent failed to ‘doc?ument' or OﬂiérWi'se account for the
administration or Wastage of the 4 mg of Morphmc

4. On, (‘Jctober 28,2010, at 6; 53 am., ReSpondent withdrew from Pyx‘ls 2mg of
Dilaudid for patient 5, in excess of phymc:mn 8 orde:rs ‘Respondent documented the
adm;mstra’rmn of .5 mg,of Dilaudid to patient 5 at 7:15 a.m. The Pyxis machine reflects that
Respondent wasted 1.5 mg of Dilaudid. -~ |
F. [Patienté |

1 On Qctober 29, 2010, at 11:13 p.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of

Dilaudid for patient §, when there was no physician's order for Dilaudid. Respondent failed to

document or otherwise account for the administration c);r wastage of 2 mg of Dilaudid. The Pyxis
report indicates that on October 30, 2010, at 5:.36 a.m. Respondent‘wasted 2 mg of Dilaudid.
G,  Patient 7 ' o ' | | | |
1. On October 28, 2010 at 5:53 am., - Respondent withdrew from PY\IS 2 mg of

Morphine for patle:nt 7. Rcspondent failed to dopmnent or otherwise account for the
administration or wastﬂge of the 2 mg of Morphme
H, Patmnt 8 | .

. On October 31,2010, at 12; 27 a.m., Rcsl:acmdent withdrew from Pym:. 2mg of

| Dilaudid for patiefit 8. Respondem docmnanted the'administration of 1 mg of Dilaudid to patwnt

8 at 12:00 a.m., prior tc:) the t1me the Dzlaudld was actually withdrawn. Raspondent fmled to
document or otherwise account for the admunsu ation or wastage of 1 mg of D1laud1d

2. © On October 31, 2010, at 1: 39a. m., Respondent withdrew fmm Pyxis 4 mg of
Morphm& for patient 8. Respondent failed to document or Omerwwe account for the

administration or wastage of 4 mg of Morphine. . -

. Accusation
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3, On Dctoﬁer 3 1‘, 2010, at 4:16 ;.a.‘,ni.y Respondent documented in the Pyxis, the .
administration of 1 mg of Dilaudid to patient § and the wastage of 1 myg of Dilaudid. Respondent
did not withdraw any Dilaudid from Pyxis for patient 8 during the above-referenced time frame.l
Thete is no corresponding documentation in th;t_'patient chart that 1 mg of Dilaudid wags
admmmte:re:d to patient 8, |

4. . On October 31, 2010, at 4:17 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyms 4 mg of
Morphine for patient 8. Respondent documented the administration of 4 mg of Morphme to
patient 8 at 4:20 am. Respondent previously dc‘:qumemed the administration Iof 4 mg of

Motphine to patient 8 at 1:39 a.m. The physiciaﬁ’s order was for the administration of 4 mg of

. Morphine every'four hours. ‘Respondent failed to comply with the physician’s order in that she

e}
:

administered the Morphmf: too early. =
5. On Octobcr 31,2010, at (:. 20 a:m., Respondent w11:hdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of

Dilaudid for patient 8. Respondent documented the administration of 2 mg of Dilaudid to patient

" Bat 6:10 am., before the Dilaudid was withdrawn from Pyxis.

1. Patient 9 . ,
1. . On October ?ﬁllj 2010, at 11:29 p.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of |

Dilaudid for patient 9, in excess of physician’s ord@r. Respondent documented the administration
of 1 nig to patient ¥ at 11:30. Respandent failed to do.gumant or otherwise account for the ,
administration or Wastage of 1 mg of Dilaudid. ‘ ' .

2. On November 4,2011, at 4:41 am., Respondmrt withdrew from Py‘m 1 mg of
Dilaﬁdid for péﬂeni 9. The Pyxis report mdmates that Respondent documented the administration
of ‘1 mg of Dilaudid to patient 9 and the Wastage of 1 mg of Dilaudid at 6:52 p.m, The Py’:«:ig 3
report mdmates that Respondent doc:umen?:ad more Dilaudid than was actually removed.
Respondent failed to dpcumgnt the admmst;;,ti;;g ‘of 1 mg of Dilaudid to patient 9, in the patient
chart, ' | o | | |
I, Patient 10 .
“ 1. Om November 6, 20‘10,_ at ‘fz;54 a.m., Respondent withdrew fforn_ Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilandid for patient 10. The patient had a physician’s order for 2 mg of Dilaudid every two

0
’ 3
il
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hours, as needed for moderate pain. Respondenf documented the administration of 2 mg of
Dilaudid to patieat 10 at 1:00 a.m. Respondent failed to comyply with the physician’s order in that
she administersd the Dilaudid too eatly. o

2. On Novambar 6, 2010, at 2 2:36 a. m., Respondcnt withdrew from Pyxis 2 mw of
Dilaudid for patient 10. Respondant documcnted the administration of 2 mg of Dilaudid to
pati,enf 10 at 2:40 a.m. Respdnd:nt previously documented the 'administration of 2 mg of
Dilaudid to patient 10 at-1:00 a.m. Respondent failed to comply with the physidian’s order in that
she admlmsmr&d the Dilaudid too early. . -

3. On Novembezr 6, 2010, at 4: 34 -a.1m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilandid for patient 10. Respondent documented the administration of 2 mg of Dilaudid to
patient 10 at 4:30 a.m., before the Dilaudid was wiihélmm from P‘y‘xis. Raspondcnt previgusly
docuﬁented the adminjstration of 2 mg of Dilaudid to patient 10 at 2:40 am. Respondent failed
to comply with the physmmn s order in that she admlmgtemd the Dila,ud1d too early. |

4 On Novembar 6, 2010, at 5: 40 a.m., Respcmdent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of
Dilaudid for patient 10. Respondent documented the q{dmlmstramon of 2 mg of Dilandid to
patient 10 at 6:08 am., Rééiiondent previousliy documented the administration of 2 mg of
Dilaudid to patwnt 10 at 4:30 a.m., Re‘apondent fwl&d to comply with the physician’s ordet in that
she administered the Dllaud1d too early. |
K. Patient11 |

1. Patient 11 did not have a physiéian’s order for Dilaudid, On November 4,

2010, at 11:15 p.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of Dilaudid for patient 11.

Respondent documented the administration of 2 mg of Dilaudid to patient 11 at 11:15 p.m.
2. Patient 11 did not have a physician’s order for Dilaudid. On Noverber 5,

2010, at 12:36 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxis 2 mg of Dilaudid for patient 11.

Respond&nt documented the admmmtmtmn of 2 mg of Dlla"l.ldld to patient 11 at 12:40 a.m.

3. Patient 11 dld not have a phym;:mn s order for Dﬂaudid On November 3,
2010, at 2:25 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxm 2 mg of Dilandid for patient 1 1

Respondent documented the adrrﬁnistrm:ioh of 2 mg of Dilandid to patient 11 at 2:30 A,
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4. Patlent 11 did not have a physmw,n g order for Dilaudid. On Novembtér 5,
2010 at 5:59 a.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyms 2 mg of Dilaudid for pa.tmnt 11.
Respondent documented the admlmstratmn of 2 mg of Dilaudid to patient 11 at 6:00 a.m.

5. Patient 11 did nothave a p'h‘ysician’s order _fo_r Dilaudid. On November 3,
2010, at 7:04 ét.m., Respalndent withcire:w from Pyxis 2 mg of Dilaudid for patient 11. |

Respondent documented the administration of 2 mg of Dilaudid to patient 11 at 7:10 a.m.

[ L, Patient12

1. : Patmm 12 did not have a physician’s order for Dilaudid. On Octobar 26, 2010,
at 11:15 p.m., Respondent withdrew from Pyxm 2 mg of Dﬂaudld for patient 12 Respondent
failed to document or otherwise account for the administration or wastage of 2 mg of Dilaudid.

2. OnQctober 27, 2010, at 3:02 E!,,.I].’);,, Reépondant wiﬂlcirew from Pyxis 4 ing of
Mori:uhine for paﬁent 12. Respondent failed to docuniént 61' otherwise aooqiunf for the-
administration ot wastage of 4 mg of Morphine. | - |

3 On C)(fmbar 27,2010, at 7:10 a. m., Respondant withdrew from Py}us a 30 mg
syringe of Morphine for patlent 12. Respondent gocumented the administration of 30 mg of |
Morphine to patient 12 at 6:00 :?;rrfvf';“bafbre the Morphine was withdrawn from Pyxis. .

M. Patient13 | R

L On November 4, 2010, at 1 17 8.1, Respondent withdrew from Pyxxs 2 mg of
Dilaundid for patient 13. Respandent dacumcented the administration of 2 mg of Dﬂaudld to
panent 13 at 1: 47 am. Raspond@nt alqo documefited the admmwtratwn of 2 mg of Dllaudm to
panent [3at 1: 49 w1thc:rut having made a correspondmg w1thdxawa1 of Dilaudid from Pyms

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Unprofessional Conduct - Gross Negligence)

-16. Rcspondent has subjected her license to disciplinary action under section 2761,

| subdivision (2)(1) on the grounds of gross negligencea based on the acts and/or omissions set forth

in about paragraph 13, above.
N
i
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FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Unprofessional Conduct - Incompetence) |

17. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 2761, subdivision (@D on |

the grounds of incompetence based on the acts and/or omissions s'et forth in paragraph 15, above.
FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Unprofessional Conduct - Unlawfully Obtained Controlled Substance)

1?3. "Respondent has subjeg;,tcc'l her license to disciplinary action under section 2761,
subdivision (a), and 2762, mbdiﬁsion (:i), Because she unlawfully obtained controlled substaﬁcas.
The ci;jcmnstances are described above in paragraph 15, |

SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Unprofessinhal Conduct - Unlawfully Used Controlled Substance/Alcohol)

19. - Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 2761, subdivision (8), and

2752 subdivision (b), because she admlt“t&d abusmg Marijuana, Alcohol, and Dllaumd

‘ DISCIPLINE CQNSIDERATIONS _ |
20, To determine i:ha degree of d1.~.-c1p1_1ne, if any, to be: imposed on Respondent,
Gomplainaﬁt alleges that on or about March 18, 2010, in a prior action, the Board of Regié’t&red
Nursing issued Citation Number 2010-1207 and ordered Résﬁoﬁdmﬁ to pay a fine in the amount
of $2,500. 00. The circumstances of fhe Citatioﬁ are that on or about Fcabruary 1 2010, while
employed as a registered nurse at Desett Repgional Medmal Center, Rcspondent presented an
Advan(;ed C‘a:rdlac Life Support (“ACLS™ uard 15511@:(1 from Twin Cmes Community Hospital,

with an expiration date of August 30, 2011, An investigation revealed that the ACLS card was

" frauduient_, in that the card issued from Twin Cifcieg Community Hospital expired in 2008. That

Citation is incorporated by reference as if 'ful.ly- sgt forth.
| PRAYER
WHEREFORE Complainant r@quests that a hearing be held on the matters alleged in this
Accusation, and that following the hedring, the Board Df Re g1ster@d Nursing issue a decision:

1. Revokmg or mmpandmg Reglstered Nurse L]CE%I’]‘%& Number 620785 8 , issued to Sherry

: Am Patrick, aka Shirley Patrlck
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2. Ordering Sherry Ann Patrick, aka Shirley Patrick to pay the Board of Registered
Nursing the reasonable costs of the investigaticm:-and enforcement of this case, pursuant to
Business and Professions Code section 125.3; '

3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

DATED:; ‘PJ QD[Q- ) . Cos, .
‘ _ 4 LOUISE R, BAILEY, MLED., W
‘ Executive Officer ’

. Board of Registered Nursing
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
Complainant

BF2012800753
Patrick BRN_revisionrequest?
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